
           

 

BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT AND APPEALS AGENDA
Thursday, November 1, 2012

6:30 p.m.

Coon Rapids City Center

Council Chambers

           

Consideration of Assessment Objections
 

Call to Order
 

Roll Call
 

Adopt Agenda
 

Approval of Minutes from Previous Meeting
  August 2, 2012
 

New Business
 

1. Special Assessment Objection, Mary Kay Smith, 356 108th Avenue, 24-31-24-12-0029, Case 12-27V
 

2. Special Assessment Objection, Nhia Yang and Chao Xiong, 211 110th Avenue, 13-31-24-43-0058, Case

12-28V
 

3. Special Assessment Objection, Jennifer Gordon, 12140 Zea Circle, 08-31-24-23-0072, Case 12-29V
 

4. Special Assessment Objection, Tiffany Breske, 10748 Flora Street, 21-31-24-22-0041, Case 12-30V
 

5. Special Assessment Objection, Richard Pfiffner, 10960 Foley Boulevard, 13-31-24-34-0080, Case

12-31V
 

6. Special Assessment Objection, Matthew Crowder, 2079 111th Lane, 15-31-24-31-0080, Case 12-32V
 

7. Special Assessment Objection, Aleksandr and Erika Perzhu, 12362 Thrush Street, 10-31-24-22-0103,

Case 12-33V
 

8. Special Assessment Objection, Ferid Hasic, 422 84th Lane, 03-30-24-21-0049, Case 12-34V
 

9. Special Assessment Objection, Lee R. Wolfgram Sr., 10022 Linnet Street, 27-31-24-12-0026, Case

12-35V
 

10. Special Assessment Objection, Jacob and Lindsey McCarty, 10360 Tamarack Street, 23-31-24-42-0049,

Case 12-36V
 

11. Special Assessment Objection, Terry Belanger, 11337 Ibis Street, 15-31-24-14-0061, Case 12-37V
 

12. Special Assessment Objection, Jon H. Baden, 10261 Palm Street, 24-31-24-33-0051, Case 12-38V
 

  

  



13. Special Assessment Objection, Cindy Glaser POA to Eugene Becker, 456 113th Lane,

13-31-24-31-0048, Case 12-39V
 

14. Special Assessment Objection, Lisa and Gamal Metwaly, 341 104th Lane, 24-31-24-42-0035, Case

12-40V
 

15. Special Assessment Objection, Cherie Winchester, 2241 Coon Rapids Boulevard, 22-31-24-23-0003,

Case 12-41V
 

16. Special Assessment Objection, Neil Fleahman, 2137 109th Avenue, 15-31-24-34-0104, Case 12-42V
 

17. Special Assessment Objection, Dennis M. Hill, 10861 Kumquat Street, 24-31-24-21-0102, Case 12-43V
 

Other Business
 

Adjourn
 

  

  



   

Board of Adjustment and Appeals - Regular Session             

Meeting Date: 11/01/2012  

Subject: Consideration of Assessment Objections

From: David Brodie, City Attorney

INFORMATION:

One of the Board's functions under City policy is to consider and make recommendations to the City Council on

objections from property owners on miscellaneous assessments.  In these cases, the Board shall make a

recommendation to the City Council that the Council affirm, deny, or modify the assessment.  In making this

recommendation the Board shall consider such factors as whether proper notice was provided, whether proper

procedure was followed, and/or whether the new property owner had knowledge or should have had knowledge of

the pending assessment.  A majority vote of the Board members present is required to support a recommendation to

Council.  The City Council will consider the property owner’s objections with the Board’s recommendation at a

future council meeting.  The property owner has been or will be given notice of that date.

 

The hearing, while conducted during the Board's regular meeting, is not a public hearing that requires an

opportunity for public comment.  The Board may conduct the hearing as it sees fit.  Staff suggests that City staff

present its position first with the appellant following.  The Board would be able to ask questions of either party as it

sees fit.  Staff requests that the Board execute a recommendation to Council for each objection.



   

Board of Adjustment and Appeals - Regular Session             

Meeting Date: 11/01/2012  

SUBJECT: Approval of Minutes from Previous Meeting

Attachments

August 2, 2012



 

 

COON RAPIDS BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT AND APPEALS MEETING MINUTES OF 
AUGUST 2, 2012 
The regular meeting of the Coon Rapids Board of Adjustment and Appeals was called to order 
by Chairman Wessling at 6:30 p.m. on Thursday, August 2, 2012, in the Council Chambers. 
 
Members Present: Chairman Gary Wessling, Commissioners Jeanette Rosand, 

Teri Spano-Madden, Trish Thorup and Aaron Vande Linde 
 
Members Absent: None 
 
Staff Present: Housing and Zoning Coordinator Cheryl Bennett, Assistant City Attorney 

Doug Johnson and Neighborhood Coordinator Kristen DeGrande 
 
--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 
 
CALL TO ORDER 
 
Chairman Wessling called the meeting to order at 6:30 p.m. 
 
APPROVAL OF THE AUGUST 2, 2012, AGENDA 
 
MOTION BY COMMISSIONER ROSAND, SECOND BY COMMISSIONER VANDE 
LINDE, TO APPROVE THE AUGUST 2, 2012, AGENDA AS PRESENTED.  THE MOTION 
PASSED UNANIMOUSLY. 
 
APPROVAL OF THE MARCH 1, 2012, MEETING MINUTES 
 
Commissioner Rosand proposed the following revisions: 
 
Page 3, third paragraph from bottom, second line: "…helped him obtained this house." 
 
Page 4, first paragraph, last sentence: "…citation is mailed for long grass…". 
 
Page 4, last paragraph: "…property has cost him a lot more beyond this fine." 
 
MOTION BY COMMISSIONER ROSAND, SECOND BY COMMISSIONER SPANO-
MADDEN, TO APPROVE THE MARCH 1, 2012, MEETING MINUTES AS AMENDED.  
THE MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY. 
 
Assistant City Attorney Johnson commented that the Board will determine under City Code 
whether the assessments for staff actions are a reasonable dollar amount.  He explained that the 
Board will affirm, rescind or modify staff's recommendation and that the Board’s decisions will 
be made known tonight.  He then explained the process for each case noting that the City will 
review their information followed by the petitioner who will have five minutes to respond.  He 
explained that the time to appeal the City's action has passed and that cases heard tonight will be 
to determine whether the proposed assessment amount for that action is appropriate.  He stated 
that the action of this Board is to make recommendations to the City Council and that Council 
will make the final decisions. 
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1. CASE 12-18V – ANGIE HECK AND JOHN HECK – 3101 116TH LANE NW – 
SPECIAL ASSESSMENT OBJECTION 

 
Chairman Wessling asked for staff comment.  Neighborhood Coordinator DeGrande reviewed 
that the assessment is for securing the property.  She added that additional assessments for junk 
and debris and cleanup costs were removed by staff.  She explained that the property was 
recently purchased with a May 22 closing date.  A few days after this, the citation was sent to the 
previous owner which was based on the county records at the time.  She clarified that the new 
buyers were not notified before the abatement.  She explained that the assessment for securing 
the property remains as the property needed to be secured after the new homeowners were 
involved. 
 
Chairman Wessling confirmed that the property was vacant with a number of staff contacts 
extending back to February 14, 2011.  He reviewed that the garage door was open.  He noted that 
the fire and police departments require that such structures be immediately secured.  
Neighborhood Coordinator DeGrande confirmed that if the primary structure or a garage 
attached to the primary structure is open, it needs to be secured. 
 
John Heck and Angie Heck of 3101 116th Lane NW appeared.  Mr. Heck stated that they closed 
on their home on May 23, not May 22, and that the paperwork has the wrong date.  He explained 
that they were in and out of the house throughout the day as they were cleaning out interior 
debris and painting ceilings.  He commented that he was not aware of the ordinance and the 
house was secure in the morning and at the end of the day as they work to prepare the house 
before moving in.  He questioned the wording of the ordinance itself and asked how this would 
be different from leaving the door open while they ran a quick errand or were mowing the back 
yard.  He added that if he had understood this was wrong he would not have done it.  Ms. Heck 
stated that they had purchased the house 48 hours earlier and that she understood records may 
have shown that the property was vacant but it was not.  She stated that they went out to the 
hardware store that afternoon at 12:30 and were gone for an hour.  She explained that relatives 
were also in and out of the house helping with the repairs, and explained that they didn’t 
immediately question the lock believing that a relative had installed it. 
 
Chairman Wessling stated that the City was unaware that they were working on the house and 
were running an errand.  He explained that some costs had been forgiven.  He added that the 
Board needs to show that staff was not following procedures or did something wrong in order to 
recommend rescinding the assessment.  Ms. Heck stated that she appreciates the abatement costs 
being removed. 
 
Commissioner Vande Linde confirmed the amount included $160 for securing the garage and a 
$66 administrative fee.  Neighborhood Coordinator DeGrande explained that there is a $66 
administrative fee added to all pending citations. 
 
Commissioner Vande Linde stated that this was an expense to the City of $160.  He noted that it 
was secured very quickly and that the City was at the property due to the previous citations. 
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MOTION BY COMMISSIONER VANDE LINDE, SECOND BY COMMISSIONER 
ROSAND, IN CASE 12-18V THE BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT AND APPEALS 
RECOMMENDS THE CITY COUNCIL MODIFY STAFF RECOMMENDATION TO 
LOWER THE SPECIAL ASSESSMENT TO $160.00. 
 
Commissioner Spano-Madden noted the reduced amount reflects the City’s actual cost of 
securing the property and removes the administration costs.  Commissioner Vande Linde 
confirmed. 
 
THE MOTION PASSED 4-1 (WESSLING). 
 
Assistant City Attorney Johnson stated the Board’s recommendations in these cases will be heard 
by the City Council on Tuesday August 21, 2012. 
 
2. CASE 12-19V – COUNSELOR REALTY FOR FEDERAL NATIONAL MORTGAGE 

ASSOCIATION – 11915 WINTERGREEN STREET – SPECIAL ASSESSMENT 
OBJECTION 

 
Chairman Wessling asked for staff comment.  Neighborhood Coordinator DeGrande reviewed 
the history and costs of the case.  She explained that the realty company submitted the appeal as 
they represent the property owner. 
 
Chairman Wessling asked if the property owner cleaned up any of the property.  Neighborhood 
Coordinator DeGrande replied that some of the items had been cleaned up but not all of the 
items. 
 
Shannon Melloy, Counselor Realty Coon Rapids, appeared.  She explained she is the listing 
agent for Fannie Mae who owns the property.  She presented copies of photographs and email 
correspondence to the Board. 
 
Commissioner Vande Linde asked for confirmation that staff previously received the materials. 
 
Ms. Melloy stated that City staff had received the information through several emails.  She stated 
that on June 1 the property was still occupied and that there was a cash-for-keys arrangement in 
place with an expected move out date of July 3.  She reported that she visited the property on 
July 3 and found the occupant had thrown items over a fence into the neighboring yard.  She 
arranged that he clean this up prior to her returning the next day when she would provide funds 
executing the cash-for-keys transaction.  She reported that a doghouse and kennel were not in 
disrepair but were removed from the property.  She referred to pictures taken June 9 when the 
lawn was mowed and the citation waived.  She reviewed the next picture, which shows that 
debris had been removed from the property's exterior.  She noted that there are comments on the 
photo that a garden area was marked off by white painted boards.  She referred to photos taken 
upon reinspection on June 12.  She referred to the City staff photos where the white boards from 
the yard were removed along with three boards from under the shed.  She explained that the City 
also took the doghouse and kennel.  She stated that these were personal property that was usable 
and intact.  She stated she was disappointed that her personal property was removed. She stated 



Board of Adjustment and Appeals Meeting Minutes 
August 2, 2012 
Page 4 
 

 

that both Adam Mitlyng and Kristen DeGrande of City staff were out of the office on vacation 
that week.  She stated that she received an urgent request to address the lawn.  She said that she 
moved garbage, which was not picked up, to the garage so the property would not be cited for 
this.  She explained that the vendor asked if she would like a bid to remove the doghouse to 
which she replied no.  She stated that a second, smaller doghouse covered a shallow well.  She 
reiterated that the larger doghouse was contained within kennel fencing, that it was intact and 
that she asked them to leave this on the property for marketing. 
 
Assistant City Attorney Johnson reminded the Board of the five-minute podium time to address 
the Board. 
 
Ms. Melloy referred to an email from Leah Drabczak stating that the property was in 
compliance.  She explained that Ms. Drabczak requested she then remove her appeals, which she 
did.  She asked that the assessment be reduced.  She explained that this charge is for removing 
six white boards at a cost of $791.  She stated that the doghouse and kennel fencing that were 
removed should have been left on the property.  She stated that the City’s attorney explained the 
Board is to determine whether the charges are reasonable or not and she finds the charges 
unreasonable. 
 
Neighborhood Coordinator DeGrande commented that the pictures dated June 1 in the Board’s 
packet were taken before the initial citation was issued.  She explained that these six pictures 
were taken on initial inspection and what is shown is the reason why the citation was issued.  She 
then referred to the pictures taken on the day of the abatement. 
 
Chairman Wessling stated that there is a trip fee, labor fee and a garbage fee listed on the 
contractor’s invoice.  He noted that the contractor’s invoice list is not detailed.  Neighborhood 
Coordinator DeGrande agreed that the billing is not detailed as the pictures are taken to show the 
debris. 
 
Chairman Wessling pointed out that the doghouse and kennel are not seen in the picture except 
in the distance.  Neighborhood Coordinator DeGrande explained that there is a closer-up picture 
of these from the day of abatement.  She explained that the guideline is if an item is intended for 
outside storage then it can remain outside.  She explained that if the item belongs outside but is 
in pieces or poor condition then it is removed.  She commented that the backyard structure used 
as a well cover was left at the property. 
 
Assistant City Attorney Johnson reminded the Board that this is not the time for discussion to 
determine why items were removed.  He explained that the time to appeal the action has passed.  
He explained that their role is to decide whether the assessment is reasonable and to make a 
recommendation to Council. 
 
Ms. Malone stated that the cost for removing the boards is outrageous.  She explained that the 
email states they were in compliance. 
 
Neighborhood Coordinator DeGrande commented that there had been an appeal of a citation for 
long grass, which was withdrawn as it was mowed within the timeframe of the citation. 
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Commissioner Vande Linde commented that Ms. Drabczak's email confirming that the property 
was complaint is dated the day after the property was abated. 
 
Chairman Wessling commented that the contractor’s charge for five hours is a lot of money.  
Commissioner Vande Linde stated the City paid out the money and it needs to be recouped. 
 
Chairman Wessling suggested reducing the labor fee.  Commissioner Spano-Madden reviewed 
that the last charge was for two hours of labor.  She suggested reducing the charge for labor. 
 
Commissioner Rosand stated that reducing the labor would mean reducing the amount charged 
on an invoice.  She commented that in the first case they only reduced the administrative cost.  
She explained that this would be inconsistent as they have not previously found it reasonable to 
reduce an invoiced charge paid by the City.  She commented that the City’s pictures in the packet 
from June 12 show differing items in the yard in comparison to Ms. Malone’s pictures taken an 
hour and one-half later. 
 
Commissioner Vande Linde commented that there is an administrative penalty of $300.  
Commissioner Rosand suggested that they have the option of reducing that fee. 
 
Commissioner Spano-Madden added that she has an issue with the petitioner believing the 
property was in compliance.  Commissioner Rosand pointed out that both the City’s and the 
petitioner’s pictures were taken on June 12 separated by one hour and five minutes.  She noted 
that in the petitioner’s set it shows the dog kennel had been removed.  She questioned the time it 
took to abate the property then.  She asked if they should consider the timestamp on the pictures. 
 
Chairman Wessling suggested reducing the administrative penalty from $300 by $135 making it 
a $165 administrative penalty.  He confirmed the assessment would be $656 and explained that 
the reduction proposed equals the labor charge amount he would like removed. 
 
MOTION BY COMMISSIONER ROSAND, SECOND BY COMMISSIONER THORUP, IN 
CASE 12-19V THE BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT AND APPEALS RECOMMENDS THE 
CITY COUNCIL MODIFY STAFF RECOMMENDATION AND LOWER THE 
ASSESSMENT TO $656 REFLECTING A $135 REDUCTION IN THE ADMINISTRATIVE 
PENALTY. 
 
THE MOTION PASSED 4-1 (SPANO-MADDEN). 
 
3. CASE 12-20V – GREG AND GARY DEHN OF PREMIER MCKAY LLC – 3789 

COON RAPIDS BLVD – SPECIAL ASSESSMENT OBJECTION 
 
Chairman Wessling confirmed that the petitioner was not present.  He reviewed the background 
on the case.  Neighborhood Coordinator DeGrande summarized that the assessment is for two 
long grass citations on the property.  She explained that a City Public Works crew abated the 
property. 
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MOTION BY COMMISSIONER VANDE LINDE, SECOND BY COMMISSIONER SPANO-
MADDEN, IN CASE 12-20V THE BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT AND APPEALS 
RECOMMENDS THE CITY COUNCIL AFFIRM THE $600 SPECIAL ASSESSMENT IN ITS 
ENTIRETY. 
 
THE MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY. 
 
4. CASE 12-21V – CITIMORTGAGE INC. – 559 109TH AVENUE NW – SPECIAL 

ASSESSMENT OBJECTION 
 
Chairman Wessling confirmed that the petitioner was not present.  He reviewed the background 
on the case. 
 
MOTION BY COMMISSIONER ROSAND, SECOND BY COMMISSIONER SPANO-
MADDEN, IN CASE 12-21V THE BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT AND APPEALS 
RECOMMENDS THE CITY COUNCIL AFFIRM THE $1,454.50 SPECIAL ASSESSMENT 
IN ITS ENTIRETY. 
 
THE MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY. 
 
5. CASE 12-22V – JEFFREY WORMS – UNDEVELOPED RESIDENTIAL LOTS EAST 

OF 10212 MISSISSIPPI BLVD, PIN 21-31-24-44-0052 – SPECIAL ASSESMENT 
OBJECTION 

 
Chairman Wessling asked for staff comment.  Neighborhood Coordinator DeGrande commented 
that this objection is in regard to vacant lots.  She commented that the property owner has 
acknowledged plans to build on the property but at this point, no building permits have been 
obtained.  She explained that a camper and a large work trailer are being stored on the lot, which 
is a violation.  She commented that the inspector visited the property in March 2011 and returned 
in April after the snow melted to confirm if a parking pad was used.  She added that on 
reinspection, a citation was issued and  a compliance date of April 29, 2011, was given.  She 
stated that the petitioner appealed the citation and was given an extension.  She explained that 
the petitioner met with the hearing examiner and agreed that he would pay administrative 
penalties if not in compliance by June 15, 2011.  She commented that the items would be in 
compliance if a construction permit was obtained for the property.  She explained that as there 
are no building permits, the fee is being charged. 
 
Chairman Wessling commented that the City worked with the property owner and made an 
arrangement, which would not have resulted in a fee being charged if compliance was reached. 
 
Jeffrey Worms stated that his parents purchased the property in the 1950s and had plans to build 
on it.  He explained that when he purchased the property it needed a lot of work.  He explained 
that he stored two trailers on the site as he was progressing with his building plans.  He explained 
that trailers belonging to neighboring residents had been stored on his property for 30 years 
without any issue.  He explained that he communicated with neighbors to clear out their items to 
avoid damage to them.  He added that it took around six months for this to be completed.  He 
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explained that he signed the agreement with the City as a means of purchasing time.  He 
commented that he did not have a choice in signing it.  He added that the permit process takes 
longer than the time he was given, and explained that the process of building is a long one.  He 
stated that he plans to meet with a contractor tomorrow morning.  He noted that the property has 
been surveyed and that he has spoken with City staff about water runoff.  He explained that he 
consolidated from two trailers down to one.  He commented that the lot is not an eyesore as he 
maintains the grass.  He stated that groundbreaking will be later this summer or early fall. 
 
Chairman Wessling commented that the agreement was signed a year and two months ago.  Mr. 
Worms stated that this does not allow a lot of time when building a home from scratch. 
 
Chairman Wessling asked why Mr. Worms signed the agreement if he knew it would take a 
longer time.  Mr. Worms stated that he did complain about the timeframe but was told to sign at 
the time and have a permit in 60 days or move the trailer.  He stated that he forgot about the date.  
He stated that he has met with City staff several times and they have done a good job.  He 
explained that if he was to be compliant he could have moved the trailer within 60 days but there 
are expenses involved with that. 
 
Commissioner Rosand commented that the City has been patient. 
 
MOTION BY COMMISSIONER THORUP, SECOND BY COMMISSIONER SPANO-
MADDEN, IN CASE 12-22V THE BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT AND APPEALS 
RECOMMENDS THE CITY COUNCIL AFFIRM THE $300 SPECIAL ASSESSMENT IN ITS 
ENTIRETY. 
 
THE MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY. 
 
6. CASE 12-23V – JAMES VERDICH – 2028 105TH AVENUE NW – SPECIAL 

ASSESSMENT OBJECTION 
 
Chairman Wessling reviewed the background on the case.  He asked for staff comment.  
Neighborhood Coordinator DeGrande stated that the property is owner occupied and tenants live 
on site.  She commented that the rental license ordinance is very specific that only two roomers 
can live with the owner without having a rental license.  She commented that in October 2011 
they began communicating with the property owner.  She commented that there were police 
reports which made note of the number of roomers.  She commented that on January 18, 2012, 
an administrative citation was mailed explaining that a rental license needed to be obtained or 
that a roommate needed to move out.  She explained that the property owner agreed that a 
roommate would move out so the action was put on hold.  She stated that in March 2012 a police 
report came in that there were again three roomers at the property.  She commented that they 
conferred with the legal department who recommended that they use the rental penalties.  She 
added that staff is now reversing that position and assessing the original, lower amount of $300, 
which is the administrative citation penalty.  She explained that they continue working with the 
property owner to bring the property into compliance. 
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Chairman Wessling confirmed that staff has reduced the $500 assessment to $300.  
Neighborhood Coordinator DeGrande confirmed this and explained that additional assessments 
will be charged. 
 
James Verdich commented that following communication with City staff, he asked a roomer to 
move out.  He explained that this roomer moved out and back in with his parents.  He reported 
that the roomer had been living with his girlfriend in his home.  He explained that since this 
move, the boyfriend occasionally would stay over for the weekend with his girlfriend.  He noted 
that he did do what the City asked of him.  He explained that a roomer has schizophrenia and 
calls the police when she gets paranoid.  He explained that one roommate was going through a 
divorce and that this roommate's wife would call the police on him.  He explained that it took 
him a few months to get this roommate to move on. 
 
Chairman Wessling asked how many people live in the house now.  Mr. Verdich stated that the 
couple living there is moving out on Saturday and his sister is moving in on Sunday. 
 
Chairman Wessling commented that Mr. Verdich’s home is his responsibility and he needs to 
have it under control. 
 
Commissioner Spano-Madden explained that the testimony was that no more than two people 
were living in the home at a time.  She commented that company should be allowed.  Chairman 
Wessling stated that the police report indicates differently. 
 
MOTION BY COMMISSIONER VANDE LINDE, SECOND BY COMMISSIONER 
ROSAND, IN CASE 12-23V THE BOARD OF ADJUSTMENTS AND APPEALS 
RECOMMENDS THE CITY COUNCIL REDUCE THE SPECIAL ASSESSMENT OF $500 
TO $300. 
 
THE MOTION PASSED 4-1 (SPANO-MADDEN). 
 
7. CASE 12-25V – DENNIS BLUE – 11227 CROCUS STREET – SPECIAL 

ASSESSMENT OBJECTION (AGENDA ITEM 8) 
 
Chairman Wessling asked for staff comment.  Neighborhood Coordinator DeGrande reviewed 
the history of the case.  She commented that on April 30, 2012, the City inspector visited the 
property and found exterior storage of tires, TVs, a truck topper, pallets and a variety of items.  
She explained that the citation was issued and May 7 was given as the compliance date.  She 
reviewed that a $150 excessive consumption fee applied as they had previously been to the 
property for the same reason.  She explained that on May 8 they reinspected the property and 
found many of the previous items were gone but new items were being stored.  She noted that 
the $300 citation was assessed but abatement was not completed as many new items had been 
added.  She commented that the inspector noticed a vehicle with expired license tabs at that time, 
triggering a citation.  On reinspection on May 18, the tabs had not been renewed resulting in a 
$300 citation charge.  She added that the second inspection on May 8 also found exterior storage 
not in compliance so a second citation was issued, which is at a higher fine level of $600.  She 
explained that again, many of the items from the citation were gone upon reinspection on 
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May 18 but that new items were present.  She reviewed that the $600 citation was charged but 
abatement did not occur as the items differed from those originally cited.  She commented that 
the additional citations for expired tabs and exterior storage were not charged as the property 
came into compliance. 
 
Dennis Blue, 11227 Crocus Street, stated that he understood from the citation if he did not clean 
up those items he would be fined.  He stated that he has called Adam several times and his calls 
have not been returned.  He reported meeting Adam only once, two weeks ago.  He stated that 
the citation lists miscellaneous things and that he would like a list of these.  He stated that he 
purchased the license tabs on May 15.  He stated that the picture of the vehicle taken by the 
inspector shows a tire in front of the license plate and noted that the tabs were on the plate but 
not visible behind the tire.  He commented that inspectors do not leave their vehicles to come 
onto the property.  He added that inspectors take pictures from their cars.  He told the Board that 
a picture was taken of his truck when it was in parked in the street in front of his neighbor's 
house.  There were washing machines in the truck. 
 
Chairman Wessling asked what type of business Mr. Blue operates.  Mr. Blue stated that he 
recycles electronic items and appliances from his business location in Nowthen.  He added that if 
items are at his home overnight they are no longer left on the ground, but stay in his truck.  He 
added that there was a comment about a tent being left up for two years.  He explained that this 
was a canopy, under which he and his neighbors would socialize. 
 
Chairman Wessling asked if this information was communicated to the City.  Mr. Blue stated 
that he called Adam numerous times and has not had his calls returned.  He stated that he left 
messages leaving both his home and cell phone numbers.  He stated that the citation mentions 
miscellaneous items which he wants explained.  He noted that this is a reason behind his calls.  
He commented that Adam has spoken to his wife only once. 
 
Chairman Wessling noted that the lack of communication makes it difficult.  Mr. Blue stated that 
he spoke to Adam at the end of his driveway one day when he himself initiated the conversation. 
 
Laura Blue, 11227 Crocus Street, stated that she had contact with Adam in the beginning.  She 
stated that she has been outside when Adam has come by but that she has not been approached.  
She commented that she spoke to a City Councilmember, after which there was some 
communication.  She noted their complaint is that they have not had follow up confirming that 
they had complied with code. 
 
Chairman Wessling confirmed that items are just being left in a vehicle.  Mr. Blue stated that the 
items are left in his truck and not on the ground.  He explained that many people drive company 
vans and vehicles.  He added that his truck is not oversized.  He added that occasionally he has 
items he has picked up and then decides not to return to the shop that evening so the items are 
brought home with him overnight. 
 
Neighborhood Coordinator DeGrande commented that the City Code is that if items are brought 
home on a truck it is considered outside storage.  She noted that items needs to be enclosed in a 
box truck or inside a garage. 



Board of Adjustment and Appeals Meeting Minutes 
August 2, 2012 
Page 10 
 

 

Chairman Wessling asked if using a tarp would be acceptable.  Neighborhood Coordinator 
DeGrande added that she would need to check on that.  She noted that the items need to be 
enclosed and not visible. 
 
Commissioner Vande Linde asked to see the receipt for the vehicle tabs.  Mr. Blue presented the 
receipt. 
 
Commissioner Rosand requested clarification regarding the vehicle with expired registration.  It 
was noted that it was the GMC van.  She commented that a lot of City resources were spent 
visiting this property. 
 
Chairman Wessling added that there is a question about the lack of communication.  
Neighborhood Coordinator DeGrande stated that protocol is that the inspector makes a note of 
each voice mail message and his return call attempts. 
 
Chairman Wessling asked if the case could be tabled to allow further investigation regarding the 
communication.  Housing and Zoning Coordinator Bennett commented that the case is on an 
existing assessment rule, but she believed it could be removed and placed on the next roll, if 
necessary. 
 
Commissioner Spano-Madden commented that she has an issue with the tabs.  She added that the 
City has been clear on their position about junk and debris in the yard. 
 
Chairman Wessling commented that he has an issue with the tabs and the second $600.  He 
verified a consensus to reduce penalty regarding the tabs.  Chairman Wessling commented that 
with the first citation, the homeowner should have understood that storing items is not allowed. 
 
MOTION BY COMMISSIONER THORUP, SECOND BY COMMISSIONER ROSAND, IN 
CASE 12-25V THE BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT AND APPEALS RECOMMENDS CITY 
COUNCIL MODIFY THE SPECIAL ASSESSMENT TO $1,050 NOTING THE REDUCTION 
REFLECTS THE REMOVAL OF A $300 ADMINISTRATIVE PENALTY FOR EXPIRED 
VEHICLE TABS. 
 
THE MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY. 
 
8. CASE 12-26V – STEVEN PALMER – 11916 KERRY STREET – SPECIAL 

ASSESSMENT OBJECTION (AGENDA ITEM 9) 
 
Chairman Wessling reviewed the background on the case.  He asked for staff comment.  
Neighborhood Coordinator DeGrande stated that the administrative citation of $300 is for 
expired vehicle tabs.  She commented that the inspector visited the property early in June 2012.  
She explained that the tabs expired in September 2011, resulting in a citation.  She stated that by 
June 14, the tabs needed to be renewed or the vehicle moved into the garage.  She stated that on 
reinspection on June 15 the tabs were expired, resulting in assessment of the citation.  She noted 
that this is the assessment under consideration.  She added that a second citation for $600 was 
issued for the same reason but upon reinspection, the tabs were current.  She reviewed that only 
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half of this second citation fee is being charged, but it is not on this assessment roll and, 
therefore, it is not covered through this appeal. 
 
Steven Palmer, 11916 Kerry Street, stated that he received a letter on June 8 in the evening and 
was not able to go to the DMV until the June 9.  He stated that he was told there that he could not 
purchase the tabs as the title was not in his name.  He explained that he contacted the vehicle 
owner who lives in Isanti and advised him that the tabs needed to be on the vehicle by June 15 to 
be compliant.  He noted that the owner purchased the tabs online.  He explained that the tabs 
were ordered on June 11 and he received the tabs by mail on June 15.  He stated that he was 
unable to place them on the vehicle until the evening of June 15.  He stated that the reinspection 
was at 3:12 p.m. according to the photographs and he arrived home at 6 p.m. on June 15.  He 
asked for the fees to be dismissed as the new tabs were placed on the vehicle on June 15. 
 
Chairman Wessling confirmed the timing of the notices and the purchase and attachment of the 
tabs.  Mr. Palmer offered a copy of the purchase receipt.  He added that the vehicle owner was 
not able to get the tabs to him in that timeframe. 
 
Commissioner Rosand asked how long the vehicle has been on the property.  Mr. Palmer stated 
that the vehicle has been on the property since it was purchased.  He explained that he and the 
owner use the vehicle seasonally to transport equipment and for racing.  He stated that it had not 
been used much recently due to the downturn in the economy. 
 
Commissioner Rosand stated that the car had expired tabs for a long period of time. 
 
MOTION BY COMMISSIONER ROSAND, SECOND BY COMMISSIONER SPANO-
MADDEN, IN CASE 12-26V THE BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT AND APPEALS 
RECOMMENDS THE CITY COUNCIL AFFIRM THE $300 SPECIAL ASSESSMENT IN ITS 
ENTIRETY. 
 
THE MOTION PASSED 4-1 (VANDE LINDE). 
 
9. CASE 12-24V – TIFFANY CRAWFORD – 12400 THRUSH STREET – SPECIAL 

ASSESSMENT OBJECTION (AGENDA ITEM 7) 
 
Chairman Wessling reviewed the background on the case.  Neighborhood Coordinator DeGrande 
commented that the property was a rental property starting in 2010.  She added that on January 1, 
2012, the rental property license was set to expire.  She stated that in November a reminder 
notice was sent out stating the rental license was about to expire and asked for a reply if the 
property had changed ownership.  She commented that the letter was not answered by the 
property owner and Anoka County Records did not have record of a change in ownership or of a 
pending foreclosure.  She added that on February 22, 2012, an administrative citation was sent 
out with a compliance date of March 15 to renew the rental license.  She commented that they 
did not hear from the property owner resulting in another citation on March 22 for double the 
penalty to $600.  She noted that they did not hear from the property owner resulting in a third 
citation in May doubling the fine to $1,200 with a compliance date of June 15.  She stated that 
another two and one-half weeks was given to become compliant and they did not hear from the 
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property owner.  She explained that another citation was issued with a July 9 compliance date.  
She explained that this citation is not included at this time as it is dated after the cutoff for this 
assessment roll.  She reviewed that the property owner contacted the City for the first time on 
July 9 after the assessment letter was sent out.  She commented that the property owner reported 
not knowing the rental license needed to be renewed as the property was no longer being rented 
out.  She noted that the property owner indicated that people are living at the property to watch it 
but that they are not paying rent.  She stated county records now show the property is in 
foreclosure. 
 
Chairman Wessling questioned why the assessment was received but not the citations. 
 
Commissioner Rosand explained that this will be an assessment against the property. 
 
MOTION BY COMMISSIONER ROSAND, SECOND BY COMMISSIONER THORUP, IN 
CASE 12-24V THE BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT AND APPEALS RECOMMENDS THE 
CITY COUNCIL AFFIRM THE $2,100 SPECIAL ASSESSMENT IN ITS ENTIRETY. 
 
THE MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY. 
 
10. OTHER BUSINESS 
 
None. 
 
11. ADJOURNMENT 
 
MOTION BY COMMISSIONER THORUP, SECOND BY COMMISSIONER SPANO-
MADDEN, TO ADJOURN THE MEETING AT 8:31 P.M.  THE MOTION PASSED 
UNANIMOUSLY. 
 
 
Respectfully submitted, 
Beth Bostrom 
Board of Adjustment and Appeals Secretary 



   

Board of Adjustment and Appeals - Regular Session   1.           
Meeting Date: 11/01/2012  

Subject: Special Assessment Objection, Mary Kay Smith, 356 108th Avenue, 24-31-24-12-0029, Case

12-27V

From: Kristin DeGrande, Neighborhood Coordinator

INTRODUCTION

Unpaid penalties and/or costs associated with code enforcement action against the subject property in the amount of

$150 are proposed to be assessed against the property.  The property owner has filed an objection to the assessment.

BACKGROUND & CONSIDERATIONS

The amount of $150 is an administrative penalty for the second violation for long grass within the same growing

season.

A City inspector went out to this rental property on May 8, 2012, to investigate long grass at the property. 

Weeds/grass were found to be 8" - 12" high in the yard and in the boulevard.  The property was posted with an

administrative citation and an educational flyer with relevant sections of the City code.   A letter was also sent to the

property owner informing them that a long grass citation had been issued.  The grass/weeds had been cut by the

time of the re-inspection on May 16, 2012, so the $300 citation was not charged.

A City inspector went back out to this property on August 22, 2012, to investigate long grass at the property. 

Weeds/grass were found to be taller than 8" along the boulevard.  The property was posted with another

administrative citation and an educational flyer, and a letter was sent to the property owner.  Again, the grass/weeds

were found to be cut by the time of the re-inspection on August 31, 2012, so the $300 citation was not charged. 

However, since the property had been posted with two long grass citations within the same growing season, half of

the administrative penalty ($150) was charged for the second offense.

ACTION REQUESTED

In Case 12-27V, it is requested that the Board of Adjustment and Appeals recommend the City Council affirm the

$150 special assessment in its entirety.

Attachments

Case 12-27V documents

























   

Board of Adjustment and Appeals - Regular Session   2.           
Meeting Date: 11/01/2012  

Subject: Special Assessment Objection, Nhia Yang and Chao Xiong, 211 110th Avenue,

13-31-24-43-0058, Case 12-28V

From: Kristin DeGrande, Neighborhood Coordinator

INTRODUCTION

Unpaid penalties and/or costs associated with code enforcement action against the subject property in the amount of

$600 are proposed to be assessed against the property.  The property owner has filed an objection to the assessment.

BACKGROUND & CONSIDERATIONS

The amount of $600 is for two citations issued for expired license tabs.

A City inspector went out to the property on August 10, 2012, to investigate expired tabs on a vehicle.  During the

inspection, it was found that two vehicles on the property had expired tabs.  An administrative citation ($300) was

issued on that same day with a compliance date of August 17, 2012, to display current registration or remove the

vehicles from open storage.  Upon re-inspection on August 21, 2012, it was found that one of the

vehicles previously identified with expired tabs was gone, but the other car was on site and the tabs had not been

brought into compliance.  The $300 citation penalty was charged to the property.

Since the property was not in compliance, a second citation ($600 penalty) was issued later that day with a

compliance date of August 28, 2012.  City Code provides for a penalty of at least twice the previously imposed

penalty for second and subsequent citations issued within 180 days of citations for same or similar offenses.  The

re-inspection took place on August 29, 2012, at which time the vehicle was not found on the property so the

property was determined to be in compliance.  Because compliance was achieved, half of the citation penalty

amount (or $300) was waived.  

ACTION REQUESTED

In Case 12-28V, it is requested that the Board of Adjustment and Appeals recommend the City Council affirm the

$600 special assessment in its entirety.

Attachments

Case 12-28V documents

















   

Board of Adjustment and Appeals - Regular Session   3.           
Meeting Date: 11/01/2012  

Subject: Special Assessment Objection, Jennifer Gordon, 12140 Zea Circle, 08-31-24-23-0072, Case

12-29V

From: Kristin DeGrande, Neighborhood Coordinator

INTRODUCTION

Unpaid penalties and/or costs associated with code enforcement action against the subject property in the amount of

$900 are proposed to be assessed against the property.  The property owner has filed an objection to the assessment.

BACKGROUND & CONSIDERATIONS

The amount of $900 is for two administrative citations for having a dumpster at the property.

A City inspector had been monitoring storage of a dumpster at this address for a couple of months.  City Code

section 11-1823 regulates the use of ground level storage (dumpsters) for public safety and exterior storage reasons

and requires the removal following completion of a project or following a period of inactivity of 30 consecutive

days.  No building permits have been issued at this property since 2010 and no other signs of remodeling or active

use of the dumpster were witnessed.  On June 4, 2012, an administrative citation ($300) was issued with a

compliance date of June 11, 2012, to move the dumpster off the property.  Upon reinspection on June 14, 2012, it

was found that the dumpster had not been moved so the $300 citation was charged to the property, and a second

citation ($600) was issued on June 19, 2012, with a compliance date of June 26, 2012.  Upon reinspection on June

27, 2012, the dumpster was still on site so the $600 citation was charged to the property.  The City inspector went

back out to the property on July 6, 2012, but the dumpster had not yet been removed.  The City inspector went

again to the property on July 17, 2012, and found the dumpster to have been removed and the property to be in

compliance.

All citations had been mailed directly to the property owner at this same address.  The property owner did not

contact staff at any time prior to the special assessment letters sent out in late September.

In her written appeal, the property owner mentions the long grass citation that had been issued at her property.  The

property had been posted for long grass in May of this year, but no citation penalty was assessed since the property

was mowed before the compliance date.

ACTION REQUESTED

In Case 12- 29V, it is requested that the Board of Adjustments and Appeals recommend the City Council affirm the

$900 special assessment in its entirety.

Attachments

Case 12-29V documents























   

Board of Adjustment and Appeals - Regular Session   4.           
Meeting Date: 11/01/2012  

Subject: Special Assessment Objection, Tiffany Breske, 10748 Flora Street, 21-31-24-22-0041, Case

12-30V

From: Kristin DeGrande, Neighborhood Coordinator

INTRODUCTION

Unpaid penalties and/or costs associated with code enforcement action against the subject property in the amount of

$150 are proposed to be assessed against the property.  The property owner has filed an objection to the assessment.

BACKGROUND & CONSIDERATIONS

The amount of $150 is for an administrative penalty for the second violation for long grass within the same growing

season.

A City inspector went out to the property on June 20, 2012, to investigate long grass/weeds taller than 8" at the

property.  The property was posted with an administrative citation ($300) and a letter was sent to the property

owner at this same address.  The compliance date was set for June 27, 2012.  The reinspection took place on June

28, 2012, at which time the property had been mowed and was in compliance, and the $300 citation penalty was

not charged.

A City inspector went out to the property again on August 29, 2012, to investigate long grass/weeds of 12" - 36"

tall around the backyard.  The property was posted with an administrative citation ($300) and a letter was sent to the

property owner (same address).  The compliance date was set for September 5, 2012.  The homeowner called City

staff on August 30, 2012, expressing concerned that she had received a citation.  She also requested that the photos

of her property be e-mailed to her, which they were.  The reinspection took place on September 6, 2012, at which

time the weeds had been cut and the property was in compliance so the $300 citation was not charged, but because

the property had been posted for long grass/weeds previously this growing season, half of the administrative

penalty ($150) was charged for the second offense.

ACTION REQUESTED

In Case 12-30V, it is requested that the Board of Adjustment and Appeals recommend the City Council affirm the

$150 special assessment in its entirety.

Attachments

Case 12-30V documents









































   

Board of Adjustment and Appeals - Regular Session   5.           
Meeting Date: 11/01/2012  

Subject: Special Assessment Objection, Richard Pfiffner, 10960 Foley Boulevard, 13-31-24-34-0080,

Case 12-31V

From: Kristin DeGrande, Neighborhood Coordinator

INTRODUCTION

Unpaid penalties and/or costs associated with code enforcement action against the subject property in the amount of

$1,650 are proposed to be assessed against the property.  The property owner has filed an objection to the

assessment.

BACKGROUND & CONSIDERATIONS

The amount of $1,650 is for an excessive use fee ($150) and three administrative citations for expired license tabs

(penalties of $300, $600 and $600).

A City inspector went out to this rental property on June 27, 2012, to investigate expired license tabs on a vehicle. 

An administrative citation ($300) was issued to the property owner (same address) on June 28, 2012, with a

compliance date of July 5, 2012, to display current registration or remove the vehicle from outdoor storage. 

Because this activity fell within twelve months of a previous administrative citation (issued in October 2011), an

excessive use fee ($150) was also charged.  The reinspection for the current citation took place on July 9, 2012, and

the vehicle tabs were still expired so the $300 citation penalty was charged to the property.

Since the property was still not in compliance, a second citation ($600) was issued on July 10, 2012, with a

compliance date of July 17, 2012.  The reinspection took place on July 19, 2012, at which time the vehicle tabs

were still expired so the $600 citation penalty was charged to the property.

And, again, since the tabs were still expired, a third citation ($1,200) was issued on July 24, 2012, with a

compliance date of July 31, 2012.  The reinspection took place on August 1, 2012, where it was found that the

vehicle tabs had been updated and brought into compliance, so  only half of the citation penalty ($600) was charged.

By State statute, the City is required to issue citations to the person of record according to Anoka County records. 

The property owner had his home address listed as this address.  For this reason, all of the citations and the pending

special assessment letters were all sent to 10960 Foley Boulevard. 

ACTION REQUESTED

In Case 12-31V, it is requested that the Board of Adjustment and Appeals recommend the City Council affirm the

$1,650 special assessment in its entirety.

Attachments

Case 12-31V documents

























   

Board of Adjustment and Appeals - Regular Session   6.           
Meeting Date: 11/01/2012  

Subject: Special Assessment Objection, Matthew Crowder, 2079 111th Lane, 15-31-24-31-0080, Case

12-32V

From: Kristin DeGrande, Neighborhood Coordinator

INTRODUCTION

Unpaid penalties and/or costs associated with code enforcement action against the subject property in the amount of

$600 are proposed to be assessed against the property.  The property owner has filed an objection to the assessment.

BACKGROUND & CONSIDERATIONS

The amount of $600 is for two administrative citations for expired vehicle license tabs.

A City inspector went out to this rental property on August 28, 2012, to investigate expired tabs on a vehicle.  An

administrative citation ($300) was issued and sent to the property owner at his address in California on August 29,

2012, with a compliance date of September 5, 2012, to display current registraton or remove the vehicle from

outdoor storage.  The reinspection took place on September 6, 2012, at which time it was found that the vehicle

tabs were still expired, so the $300 citation penalty was charged to the property, and a second citation ($600) was

issued and sent to the property owner with a compliance date of September 13, 2012.  The reinspection took place

on September 17, 2012, at which time the vehicle tabs were found to be current and the property in

compliance, so half of the second citation penalty was waived ($300) and half was charged to the property.

ACTION REQUESTED

In Case 12-32V, it is requested that the Board of Adjustment and Appeals recommend the City Council affirm the

$600 special assessment in its entirety.

Attachments

Case 12-32V documents

















   

Board of Adjustment and Appeals - Regular Session   7.           
Meeting Date: 11/01/2012  

Subject: Special Assessment Objection, Aleksandr and Erika Perzhu, 12362 Thrush Street,

10-31-24-22-0103, Case 12-33V

From: Kristin DeGrande, Neighborhood Coordinator

INTRODUCTION

Unpaid penalties and/or costs associated with code enforcement action against the subject property in the amount of

$300 are proposed to be assessed against the property.  The property owner has filed an objection to the assessment.

BACKGROUND & CONSIDERATIONS

The amount of $300 is an administrative penalty for a long grass/weed citation.

A City inspector went out to the property on August 7, 2012, to investigate long grass in the backyard between

8" and 11" tall.  The property owner came out of their house during the inspection, so the inspector handed them the

administrative citation ($300) and answered some questions about what needed to be mowed.  A follow up letter

was also sent to the owner (same address).  The compliance date was set for August 14, 2012.  The reinspection

took place on August 15, 2012, at which time it was determined that only some of the backyard had been cut, so

the $300 penalty was charged to the property and the mowing crew was sent to mow the backyard.  By the time

the mowing crew arrived at the property the following day (August 16, 2012), the backyard had been cut. 

Regardless of whether or not the city mows the property, the $300 citation is charged if the property owner does not

mow the property before the compliance reinspection.

ACTION REQUESTED

In Case 12-33V, it is requested the Board of Adjustment and Appeals recommend the City Council affirm the $300

special assessment in its entirety.

Attachments

Case 12-33V documents
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Subject: Special Assessment Objection, Ferid Hasic, 422 84th Lane, 03-30-24-21-0049, Case 12-34V

From: Kristin DeGrande, Neighborhood Coordinator

INTRODUCTION

Unpaid penalties and/or costs associated with code enforcement action against the subject property in the amount of

$226 are proposed to be assessed against the property.  The property owner has filed an objection to the assessment.

BACKGROUND & CONSIDERATIONS

The amount of $226 is for the cost of securing a vacant property.

The property owner had called the City (Utility Billing) on August 29, 2012, to let them know the property was

vacant.  As a routine follow up action, a City inspector went out to the property to determine if there were any code

enforcement related activities that needed to be addressed.  Nothing was noticed at that time, and the property was

posted for water shut off (a normal procedure for any vacant property). 

The Police were called to the property on September 7, 2012, when it was noticed that the overhead garage door

was slightly open and unsecured.  Police inspected the interior to make sure nobody was inside of the home, and the

City's contractor and City inspector were called out to secure the overhead door.  The garage is an attached garage

and the unsecured overhead door would have given access into the home, so upon Fire and Police direction in this

type of scenario, attached garages are immediately secured.  A letter was sent that same day to the property owner

(same address) to inform him of the activity.

ACTION REQUESTED

In Case 12-34V, it is requested that the Board of Adjustment and Appeals recommend the City Council to affirm

the $226 special assessment in its entirety.

Attachments

Case 12-34V documents
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Subject: Special Assessment Objection, Lee R. Wolfgram Sr., 10022 Linnet Street, 27-31-24-12-0026,

Case 12-35V

From: Kristin DeGrande, Neighborhood Coordinator

INTRODUCTION

Unpaid penalties and/or costs associated with code enforcement action against the subject property in the amount of

$1,000 are proposed to be assessed against the property.  The property owner has filed an objection to the

assessment.

BACKGROUND & CONSIDERATIONS

The amount of $1,000 is for a rental licensing violation fee.

A letter from City staff had been sent to the property owner to his Ham Lake address in 2009 about the need to

license the Coon Rapids property as a rental dwelling if it was a rental property.  City utility bills showed that the

owner did not live at the Coon Rapids address and Anoka County records showed it as a non-homesteaded property. 

After hearing nothing from the property owner, a rental licensing violation letter ($500) was sent to the Ham Lake

address in August 2011 asking the owner to obtain a rental license for the property by September 30, 2011.  There

was no response, and the $500 penalty was charged.  A second rental violation letter ($1,000) was sent to the

property owner on October 13, 2011, giving a compliance deadline of November 15, 2011, and with still no

communication from the owner, the $1,000 penalty was charged to the property.  These penalties are past

assessments and are not part of this appeal.

Ultimately, a third rental violation letter ($1,000) was sent on November 29, 2011.  This letter gave a January 1,

2012, compliance date and on January 10, 2012, the property owner contacted City staff.  He stated that his sister

was living in the property and the housing inspector agreed to suspend the current pending charge as long as he

applied for and was awarded relative homestead status, proving that he fulfilled all of the qualifications needed for

a relative homestead from Anoka County (and thus not requiring a rental license with the City).  Seven months

passed without any further communication from the property owner and no change in homestead status with Anoka

County, so the third penalty ($1,000) was charged to the property.

On October 16, 2012, a forth rental licensing violation letter ($2,000) was mailed before the housing inspector was

aware that the property owner had submitted a written appeal for this pending $1,000 assessment.  A letter was

mailed out the following day directing the property owner to disregard the rental violation letter dated October 16,

2012.

ACTION REQUESTED

In Case 12-35V, it is requested that the Board of Adjustment and Appeals recommend the City Council affirm the

$1,000 special assessment in its entirety.

Attachments



Case 12-35V documents
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Meeting Date: 11/01/2012  

Subject: Special Assessment Objection, Jacob and Lindsey McCarty, 10360 Tamarack Street,

23-31-24-42-0049, Case 12-36V

From: Kristin DeGrande, Neighborhood Coordinator

INTRODUCTION

Unpaid penalties and/or costs associated with code enforcement action against the subject property in the amount of

$300 are proposed to be assessed against the property.  The property owner has filed an objection to the assessment.

BACKGROUND & CONSIDERATIONS

The amount of $300 is an administrative penalty for a long grass citation.

A City inspector went out to the property on August 17, 2012, to investigate long grass at the property.  There was

grass in the front yard 14" tall and weeds/grass in the side and back yards over 18" tall.  The property was

posted with an administrative citation giving the property owner until August 25, 2012, to mow the grass.  A letter

was also sent to the property owner (same address) confirming that a citation had been issued.  The reinspection

took place on August 27, 2012, at which time it was found that there was still grass/weeds that had not been cut, so

the property was abated by the City's mowing crew on August 29, 2012. 

In the property owner's written appeal, Lindsey McCarty mentions the City's notice to mow around her meter.  The

administrative citation did not mention anything about cutting the grass to be able to have access to a meter on the

property.  Additionally, the homeowner never contacted the City concerning their request to keep some of the grass

long for dog training purposes. 

ACTION REQUESTED

In Case 12-36V, it is requested that the Board of Adjustment and Appeals recommend the City Council affirm the

$300 special assessment in its entirety.

Attachments

Case 12-36V documents
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Meeting Date: 11/01/2012  

Subject: Special Assessment Objection, Terry Belanger, 11337 Ibis Street, 15-31-24-14-0061, Case

12-37V

From: Kristin DeGrande, Neighborhood Coordinator

INTRODUCTION

Unpaid penalties and/or costs associated with code enforcement action against the subject property in the amount of

$300 are proposed to be assessed against the property.  The property owner has filed an objection to the assessment.

BACKGROUND & CONSIDERATIONS

The amount of $300 is for an administrative citation penalty for an expired rental dwelling license.

The renewal date for the rental license at this property is May 1st of each year.  A City housing inspector sent a

renewal letter in the mail on April 6, 2012.  The license was not renewed by the May 1st deadline and the property

owner made no contact with the City, so an administrative citation ($300) was sent on July 10, 2012, with a

compliance date of July 24, 2012.  There was still no response from the property owner, so the $300 was charged to

the property and a second administrative citation ($600) was sent on July 30, 2012, with a August 15, 2012,

compliance date.  The City received the renewal form and payment from the property owner on August 6, 2012, so

the second citation was not charged.  

The rental inspection has been performed and the license to operate a rental dwelling is now current.  The license is

subject to renewal again on May 2, 2013.

ACTION REQUESTED

In Case 12-37V, it is requested that the Board of Adjustment and Appeals recommend the City Council affirm the

$300 special assessment in its entirety.

Attachments

Case 12-37V documents
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Meeting Date: 11/01/2012  

Subject: Special Assessment Objection, Jon H. Baden, 10261 Palm Street, 24-31-24-33-0051, Case 12-38V

From: Kristin DeGrande, Neighborhood Coordinator

INTRODUCTION

Unpaid penalties and/or costs associated with code enforcement action against the subject property in the amount of

$2,100 are proposed to be assessed against the property.  The property owner has filed an objection to the

assessment.

BACKGROUND & CONSIDERATIONS

The amount of $2,100 includes three $300 administrative citations for expired tabs/inoperable vehicle, parking off

pavement, and illegal exterior storage of items.  The balance of the proposed assessment ($1,200) includes four

second offense administrative citations ($600 each penalty) that the property owner complied with and because of

that compliance only half of the penalty ($300 each) is charged.  These second offense citations include expired

tabs/inoperable vehicle, parking off pavement, illegal exterior storage of miscellaneous items, and

illegal exterior storage of an inoperable boat.

A City inspector went out to the property on July 13, 2012, to investigate conditions in the yard at the property. 

The inspector went back out on July 19, 2012, and found conditions had not changed, so an administrative

citation was issued that day to the property owner (and mailed to the subject address) for three violations, each of

which carried a $300 penalty.  These violations included:  the expired tabs and flat tire on a vehicle, parking off

pavement, and exterior storage of items including tires, inoperable boat not on a trailer, gas can, and other

miscellaneous items.  The compliance date was set for July 26, 2012.  The City inspector went back out to the

property on July 27, 2012, and found no change at the property.  The property owner contacted the City inspector

on August 7, 2012, and the inspector agreed at that time to push back the reinspection until August 20, 2012.  The

inspector went back to the property on August 20, 2012, to perform the reinspection and found no change at the

property.  All three of the $300 penalties were charged to the property at that time.

With the property still not in compliance, and upon consultation of the City Attorney, a second administrative

citation (carrying second offense penalties of $600each) was issued and mailed to the property owner.  The

violations included:  expired tabs/inoperable vehicle, parking off pavement, illegal exterior storage of miscellaneous

items, and illegal exterior storage of an inoperable boat.  The compliance date was set for August 28, 2012.  Upon

reinspection on August 29, 2012, the property was found in compliance and, in accordance with City Code, the

$600 penalties were reduced by half for achieving compliance.  Penalties in the amount of $1,200 were charged to

the property at that time (half of each of the four $600 penalties).  This action brought the total penalties to $2,100.

Upon further review of this file by staff, it has been determined that the citing of the violation of City Code Section

11-1828(2)(b) on the second administrative citation issued on August 21, 2012, should not have carried a second

offense penalty of $600.  It should have been a first offense penalty of $300, to which the property owner responded

by complying by the reinspection date.  Complying to a first offense carries no penalty.  This reduces the amount of

the penalties proposed for assessment to $1,800.

ACTION REQUESTED

In Case 12-38V, it is requested that the Board of Adjustment and Appeals recommend the City Council reduce the



In Case 12-38V, it is requested that the Board of Adjustment and Appeals recommend the City Council reduce the

special assessment from $2,100 to $1,800.

Attachments

Case 12-38V documents
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Meeting Date: 11/01/2012  

Subject: Special Assessment Objection, Cindy Glaser POA to Eugene Becker, 456 113th Lane,

13-31-24-31-0048, Case 12-39V

From: Kristin DeGrande, Neighborhood Coordinator

INTRODUCTION

Unpaid penalties and/or costs associated with code enforcement action against the subject property in the amount of

$1,497 are proposed to be assessed against the property.  The property owner has filed an objection to the

assessment.

BACKGROUND & CONSIDERATIONS

The amount of $1,497 is for a long grass citation penalty ($300), a securing a vacant property citation penalty

($300), costs incurred to secure the property ($256), an exterior storage citation penalty ($300) and the costs

incurred to remove the items from exterior storage ($341).

A City inspector went out to the property on May 17, 2012, for long grass and an administrative citation was posted

at the property.  A letter was also sent to the property owner of record (same address).  The property came into

compliance by the compliance date so no fees were charged to the property.

A City inspector went out to the property again on July 23, 2012, to investigate long grass.  An administrative

citation was posted at the property and a letter was sent to the owner (same address).  The compliance date was set

for July 30, 2012, and when the reinspection took place on July 31, 2012, the grass had not been cut so the mowing

crew mowed the property on August 8, 2012.  The $300 citation was charged to the property.

A City inspector went out to the property on August 7, 2012, to investigate a report that the detached garage was

open and unsecured.  Since this was a detached garage, an administrative citation ($300) was issued and sent to the

property owner (same address) with a compliance date of August 16, 2012, to secure the property.  Upon

reinspection on August 21, 2012, the garage was still found open so the City's contractor was sent to secure the

garage later that day.  The $300 citation and the cost incurred to secure the garage ($256) were charged to the

property.

When the City inspector was at the property investigating the unsecured garage on August 7, 2012, they also

inspected the yard for the exterior storage of items and found items including: buckets, inoperable grill, window

screens, broken basketball hoop, miscellaneous building materials and lumber, and brush/yard debris.  An

administrative citation ($300) was issued and sent to the owner (same address) on August 16, 2012, with a

compliance date of August 23, 2012.  There was no change at the property upon reinspection on August 24, 2012,

so the city's contractor removed all of the cited items later that day.  The $300 citation and the cost incurred to

abate the items from the yard ($341) were charged to the property.

ACTION REQUESTED

In Case 12-39V, it is requested that the Board of Adjustment and Appeals recommend the City Council affirm the

$1,497 special assessment in its entirety.



Attachments

Case 12-39V documents
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Meeting Date: 11/01/2012  

Subject: Special Assessment Objection, Lisa and Gamal Metwaly, 341 104th Lane, 24-31-24-42-0035,

Case 12-40V

From: Kristin DeGrande, Neighborhood Coordinator

INTRODUCTION

Unpaid penalties and/or costs associated with code enforcement action against the subject property in the amount of

$300 are proposed to be assessed against the property.  The property owner has filed an objection to the assessment.

BACKGROUND & CONSIDERATIONS

The amount of $300 is for an expired rental license administrative citation.

The renewal date for the rental license at this property is April 1st of each year.  A City housing inspector mailed a

renewal form to the property owner (at their Apple Valley address) on January 26, 2012.  The form was not

returned to the City and there was no communication from the property owner, so an administrative citation ($300)

and a copy of the renewal form was sent to the property owner on July 10, 2012, with a compliance date of July 24,

2012.  There still was no contact from the property owner, so the $300 was charged and a second ($600)

administrative citation was issued on July 30, 2012, with a compliance date of August 15, 2012.  The renewal form

and license fees were received on August 16, 2012, so the license was renewed and the second citation was not

charged to the property.

The rental dwelling license for this property is now current and the property is compliant.  The rental license will

renew again on April 1, 2013, at which time the City will require a rental inspection and the license to be renewed

if it remains a rental dwelling at that time. 

ACTION REQUESTED

In Case 12-40V, it is requested that the Board of Adjustment and Appeals recommend the City Council affirm the

$300 special assessment in its entirety.

Attachments

Case 12-40V documents
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Meeting Date: 11/01/2012  

Subject: Special Assessment Objection, Cherie Winchester, 2241 Coon Rapids Boulevard,

22-31-24-23-0003, Case 12-41V

From: Kristin DeGrande, Neighborhood Coordinator

INTRODUCTION

Unpaid penalties and/or costs associated with code enforcement action against the subject property in the amount of

$300 are proposed to be assessed against the property.  The property owner has filed an objection to the assessment.

BACKGROUND & CONSIDERATIONS

The amount of $300 is for a parking off pavement administrative citation (second offense).

A City inspector went out to the property on May 1, 2012, to investigate vehicles being parked off pavement and

a TV and computer monitor at the curb.  Administrative citations were issued for each offense ($300 each) with a

compliance date of May 10, 2012.  The reinspection took place on May 11, 2012, and the property was found to be

compliant at that time so the citation penalty was not charged to the property.

A City inspector went out to the property on August 30, 2012, to investigate vehicles being parked off pavement

and a couch at the curb.  The City inspector went back out to the property on September 4, 2012, and there was no

change.  An administrative citation would have been issued but the property owner was on site so the City

inspector explained the violations and that they had until September 10, 2012, to bring the property into

compliance.  The City inspector came back on September 11, 2012, to find the couch gone but the cars still parked

off pavement, so a second offense administrative citation ($600) was issued with a compliance date of September

18, 2012.  The reinspection took place on September 21, 2012, at which time the property was compliant so half of

the citation penalty ($300) was waived and half charged to the property.

ACTION REQUESTED

In Case 12-41V, it is requested that the Board of Adjustment and Appeals recommend the City Council affirm the

$300 special assessment in its entirety.

Attachments

Case 12-41V documents























   

Board of Adjustment and Appeals - Regular Session   16.           

Meeting Date: 11/01/2012  

Subject: Special Assessment Objection, Neil Fleahman, 2137 109th Avenue, 15-31-24-34-0104, Case

12-42V

From: Kristin DeGrande, Neighborhood Coordinator

INTRODUCTION

Unpaid penalties and/or costs associated with code enforcement action against the subject property in the amount of

$750 are proposed to be assessed against the property.  The property owner has filed an objection to the assessment.

BACKGROUND & CONSIDERATIONS

The amount of $750 is for an excessive use fee ($150) and two administrative citations for expired tabs on a

vehicle ($300 each).

A City inspector went out to the property on June 20, 2012, to investigate expired tabs on a vehicle.  An

administrative citation was issued and sent to the property owner (same address) on June 21, 2012, with a

compliance date of June 28, 2012.  The reinspection took place on June 29, 2012, at which time the license plate

tabs had not been renewed, so a second administrative citation ($600) was issued on July 2, 2012.  The compliance

date had been set for July 9, 2012, and the reinspection took place on July 10, 2012.  The license tabs were found to

be renewed and the property compliant upon this reinspection, so half of the citation penalty ($300) was waived and

half was charged to the property.

Additionally, an excessive use fee ($150) was charged on the property on June 20, 2012.  The property owner had

received two administrative citations for similar issues in September 2011 and November 2011, and the June

2012 citation triggered the charging of the excessive use fee.

ACTION REQUESTED

In Case 12-42V, it is requested that the Board of Adjustment and Appeals recommend the City Council affirm the

$750 special assessment in its entirety.

Attachments

Case 12-42V documents





















   

Board of Adjustment and Appeals - Regular Session   17.           

Meeting Date: 11/01/2012  

Subject: Special Assessment Objection, Dennis M. Hill, 10861 Kumquat Street, 24-31-24-21-0102, Case

12-43V

From: Kristin DeGrande, Neighborhood Coordinator

INTRODUCTION

Unpaid penalties and/or costs associated with code enforcement action against the subject property in the amount of

$600 are proposed to be assessed against the property.  The property owner has filed an objection to the assessment.

BACKGROUND & CONSIDERATIONS

The amount of $600 is for two parking off pavement administrative citations.

A City inspector went out to the property on June 27, 2012, to investigate vehicles being parked off pavement and

on the grass.  An administrative citation ($300) was issued and sent to the property owner (same address) with a

compliance date of July 5, 2012.  The reinspection took place on July 6, 2012, and a vehicle was still parked off

pavement, so the citation penalty ($300) was charged to the property.

Still in violation, a second administrative citation ($600) was issued with a compliance date of July 16, 2012.  Upon

reinspection on July 23, 2012, the vehicle was found to be moved and the issue had been brought into compliance. 

Since this was a second violation, half of the citation penalty ($300) was waived and half was charged to the

property. 

Another City Code violation regarding wood storage was found at the property during the July 23, 2012, inspection

and an administrative citation was issued, but the property was brought into compliance within the time frame given

and no additional citation penalties were charged to the property.

ACTION REQUESTED

In Case 12-43V, it is requested that the Board of Adjustment and Appeals recommend the City Council affirm the

$600 special assessment in its entirety.

Attachments

Case 12-43V documents
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